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identical with the legislation since proposed, were adopted in the House 1911
of Commons by a very large majority; but the Lords proceeded to
reject and mutilate Liberal measures of importance and ended up by
throwing out the Budget of 1909. The Government dissolved, and the
General Election of January 1910 followed; it turned on the House of
Lords, and the Prime Minister placed before the country his proposals
for dealing with them.

The new Parliament proceeded to pass resolutions reaffirming, in a
slightly modified form, the Campbell-Bannerman resolutions, and a Bill
giving effect to them was introduced. Thus by April 1910, two successive
Houses of Commons had pronounced on the House of Lords. (I take no
account of the proceedings of earlier Parliaments.)

But cut lono ? It was a foregone conclusion that the Lords would reject
the Parliament Bill and disregard the resolution, and the Government of
the day had, therefore, to be carried on with the knowledge that its
main purpose was unattainable. When King Edward, in the month of
February 1910, saw Mr, Asquith at Brighton, the Prime Minister told him
that he had no intention of asking for assurances at that stage, and you
will remember that a grave Parliamentary situation arose when, at the
beginning of the Session, Mr. Asquith announced that words of his spoken
at the beginning of the election had been misconstrued, and that he had
never intended to make his acceptance of office conditional upon the grant
of assurance. It is important to bear in mind what the Parliamentary
situation really was, in view of the declaration of policy made by the Prime
Minister on April 14th. To put it briefly, the House of Commonfl was
overshadowed and almost paralysed by a sense of its own helplessness and
futility. People in the House and out of it asked themselves what was the
use of elections if nothing was to come of them ; what would be the good
of another election (which was seen to be impending) if the same issue was
to be put before the country with the same results. And what was the
good of doing work in the House of Commons which the House of Lords
occupied itself in destroying ?

It was in these circumstances that Mr. Asquith made his statement on
April 14th in the House of Commons, after the Resolution dealing with the
House of Lords had been carried:

" If the Lords fail to accept our policy, or decline to consider it as it is
formally presented to the House, we shall feel it our duty immediately
to tender advice to the Crown as to the steps which will have to be taken if
that policy is to receive statutory effect in this Parliament. What the
precise terms of the advice will be it will, of course, not be right for me to
say now : but if we do not find ourselves in a position to ensure that
statutory effect shall be given to that policy in this Parliament, we shall
then either resign our offices or recommend #ie dissolution of Parliament,
Let me add this, that itt no case will we recommend a dissolution except
under such conditions as will secure that in the new Parliament the
Judgment of the people as expressed at the elections will be carried into

It is no use speculating on what might have happened if King Edward's
life had been prolonged. As it was, a truce which lasted for six months
took place alter his death* and it was only when the Conference broke up